
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



OLD-SCHOOL MEDICINE AND HOMEOPATHY. 



Professor Paimer, in his article in the March number of the 
Review entitled "The Fallacies of Homeopathy," says truthfully 
that it is gratifying to know that the amount of indifference and 
ignorance which has existed in the past, on the part of the public, 
as to the conditions which affect their health and life, is fast 
diminishing at the present. 

As an evidence of the truth of this statement, he refers to the 
interest taken in the recent long struggle for life of the late 
President of the United States, which has brought before the 
minds of the masses of civilized people details which had 
not before received so general attention; and on the strength 
of these statements he writes a twenty-two-page article on 
the "fallacies of homeopathy," and the "present scientific 
methods and the great results accomplished by the regular pro- 
fession." It is true, the public did take a decided interest in the 
details of this now celebrated case ; millions of people watched 
and prayed at that bedside. The course of that bullet; the joy 
of the doctors when, by the aid of a delicate and truly scien- 
tific instrument, the exact location of the ball was accurately 
determined ; the surgical operations, the hypodermic injections 
of morphia, the hundreds of grains of quinine administered; 
the fluctuating temperature and pulse, the various announce- 
ments that the President was now out of danger, and the dis- 
putes and scientific dissertations on septicaemia and pyaemia, — 
were all freely commented upon and discussed by these millions 
of people, who were taking their first lesson in medicine, and 
learning for the first time of the "present scientific methods and 
the great results accomplished by the regular profession." And 
when finally the calamity came which draped this entire country 
in mourning ; when it was learned that the most skillful of the 
regular profession had utterly failed in their diagnosis; that 
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they had, as the post-mortem showed, been directing their atten- 
tion to a portion of the body far distant from the actual seat of 
the injury, and that the scientific and delicate instrument so ably 
handled had deceived these distinguished scientists, — these mill- 
ions of people, mourners now, asked of each other how such a 
mistake could have been made, and whether medicine was really 
a science after all. 

Having taken occasion to refer to the case, would it not 
have been better for the doctor to have first explained to the 
readers of the Review why and how these terrible mistakes 
were made, instead of occupying his time in the discussion of a 
subject upon which, for the want of knowledge only learned by 
experience, he is totally ignorant ? I would not have it thought 
that I pass a word of criticism upon the distinguished surgeons 
in attendance upon the late President, or desire to reflect upon 
their efforts to save to this nation his valuable life. They were 
selected for their known skill ; they were untiring in their efforts; 
they did their best to relieve his suffering and restore him to 
health. But that best proved a total failure ; and I say again, it 
would have been wise for the doctor, while attempting to defame 
homeopathy, to have omitted from his article the clause referring 
to " the present scientific methods and the great results accom- 
plished by the 'regular' profession." 

The doctor attempts to account for " the great repugnance 
and general refusal of 'regular' physicians to sustain professional 
relations with homeopathists." The doctor is somewhat behind 
the times. He can well claim such bigotry for his school in the 
past. To-day, however, that school is emerging from the mist 
of prejudice that so long enveloped it. Has he not heard of the 
address of Doctor Jonathan Hutchinson, at the "World's Interna- 
tional Convention recently held in London, and of the address 
of Doctor John Tyer Bristow, President of the British Medical 
Association, in which this recognition and these consultations 
were advocated? Was he not aware of the fact that, at the very 
time he was writing his article, a committee of the New York 
State Medical Society, consisting of Professors C. R. Agnew, H. 
Gr. Piffard, and St. John Roosa, of New York, and Doctor I. C. 
Wey, of Blmira, were preparing a report favoring such recognition 
and consultations ? Is he now aware that the report of this com- 
mittee was accepted, and that, even before his article was given 
to the public, the Medical Society of the State of New York, at 
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their annual meeting in Albany, resolved to expunge from their 
code of ethics the clause prohibiting professional relations with 
homeopathic physicians ? 

He alludes touchingly to the scientific attainments and lib- 
erality of his "regular" brethren, and as an evidence of the 
latter he asserts that they have shown a readiness and even an 
eagerness to entertain new ideas, and accept new truths; that 
" new remedies brought into use by Thompsonians and Eclectics 
have been investigated and adopted "; that they have been willing 
to learn even from dentists. It was, indeed, liberal in the doctor 
to make this statement ; but it must be borne in mind that he 
was not writing up Thompsonianism or Eclecticism, but was 
attempting to prove the "fallacies of homeopathy." Would it 
not have been well for him to have been truthful as well as 
liberal, and to have acknowledged that very many of the remedies 
in constant use by the advanced physicians of his school, at the 
present day, both in acute and chronic diseases, were first intro- 
duced for the conditions for which they are used by homeopaths? 
I make this assertion, and propose to substantiate it by docu- 
mentary evidence gathered from their own authorities. In the 
leading journal of Doctor Palmer's school, " The Medical Record," 
in its issue of February 25th of the present year, appears for the 
first time an article — conclusive so far as it goes — favorable to 
homeopathy. In that article, from the pen of a " regular" prac- 
titioner, and read before a medical society composed of "regular" 
physicians, appears this paragraph, referring to the action of 
certain remedies known to be curative, and in constant use by 
the members of his school : 

"Where shall we go to obtain some explanation or reason for this? 
Have we an author who will point it out to us ? If we have, I have failed 
to find him. On the eontrary, the more I studied the matter the greater 
was my confusion, until I sought in homeopathic works for a solution, 
and then I found it clear and simple ; and I may say that the indications 
for the use of the different mercurial preparations, as pointed out by the 
earlier homeopathic writers, are those by which they are now governed in 
practice. We adopt the treatment empirically and are in a measure suc- 
cessful; but not recognizing the law by which it is administered, we use the 
remedy at a great disadvantage." 

Again: 

" There are two things in homeopathy that at once antagonize the ' regular' 
physician — the similia principle, and the size of the dose administered; and 
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the feeling is so bitter that scarcely a physician can be found who will make 
the least investigation of it. My only wish is that we may investigate the 
subject carefully and wisely, and if we find that the principle of similia 
similibus curantur, even to a limited extent, is correct, it is our duty at once 
to admit it. And if the administration of drugs in minute doses, in the form 
of dilutions and triturations, is more beneficial than when given in the usual 
form and way, we should at once acknowledge it; and not only that, we 
should make good use of them so far as they may go in treating those who 
may be placed in our care." 

In prefacing that article, the author says : 

" Numerous theories have from time to time been advanced to explain the 
actions of medicines upon the system, each one being accepted for a time by 
a greater or less number of the profession as a satisfactory explanation, only 
to be superseded by some later theory, until to-day we are almost as ignorant 
of the action of medicine upon disease as we were one hundred years ago. 
In 1797, Hahnemann announced the principle which has made him famous. 
Although it has been received with derision by a vast majority of the medical 
world, it has steadily progressed in favor, overcoming obstacle after obstacle, 
until to-day the system of medicine founded upon it numbers among its patrons 
and steadfast friends a large proportion of the more intelligent and cultivated 
people of each community. It is recognized in some of our universities. Our 
State boards of health are in part composed of homeopathists. Some of our 
State institutions are controlled by them, and in a late number of the 
"Medical Record" it is announced that the Binghamton Asylum for the 
Insane has been placed under the medical charge of a homeopathist. This is 
the second asylum for the insane in the State of New York under homeo- 
pathic eontrol. Consultation with homeopathists has been advocated by 
sueh men as Jonathan Hutchinson and John Tyer Bristow. "With such facts 
staring us in the face, it becomes our duty as honest practitioners of the heal- 
ing art to investigate calmly and thoroughly the claims of homeopathy, and 
if we find that it teaches the use of any remedies which, used according to 
this system, are more successful in the cure of disease than those remedies 
we have been taught to prescribe, we are bound by honor, duty, to say 
nothing of self-interest, to use them. The subject is too vast to be considered 
in a single paper. I shall, therefore, select two medicinal substances, — viz. : 
aconite and mercury, — and shall try to prove by our own standard authorities 
that, when we are successful in treating diseases with them, it is in accord- 
ance with the homeopathic doctrine, and although all sorts of explanations 
are advanced as to their modus operandi, the plain, simple fact is that Hahne- 
mann gave the symptoms and treatment, years ago, that Professors Bartholow 
and Renger now emphasize." 

This article was published in full in the " Medical Record," — 
and without comment. O sage of Ann Arbor, Michigan! Is 
this the despised Hahnemann, the despised homeopathy, which 
has taxed the brains of the " regular " profession for years for 
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words with which to ridicule it, and for expressions of disgust 
and condemnation with which to defame it ? 

It is not our purpose in this paper to defend homeopathy; 
it needs no defense. The arguments and statements used in 
the doctor's article have been answered time and time again; 
they are so old that they have become threadbare. We shall 
show, by a review of the so-called "regular" medicine of the 
past, of the present, — show, too, from the mouths of its most 
prominent authorities, — that, so far as its therapeutics go, which 
is the only respect in which it differs from homeopathic med- 
icine, it cannot in the present, it never could in the past, 
lay claim to "scientific methods"; that till the time when 
homeopathy was introduced by Hahnemann, and for many 
years after, its therapeutics were worse than useless in a 
majority of instances; that homeopathy deserves the credit of 
effecting a change in the treatment of disease by the old-school 
physicians, which has resulted in at least a less destruction of 
lives ; and that their modified treatment at the present day, in 
many of the instances where it is positively curative, is owing to 
the administration of drugs in accordance with the homeopathic 
law of cure — similia similibus curantur. "We shall, then, briefly 
sketch the life of the founder of the homeopathic method of 
proving drugs and prescribing for disease, and give, for the 
benefit of the lay readers of this journal who may have been 
misled by the article in the March number, the present standing 
of homeopathy as a school of medicine, with a summary and 
explanation of its great truths. 

But, before going farther, we desire to dispose of the word 
"regular," as applied to a certain school of medicine. "In 
the absence of any distinct and authorized declaration on 
the part of the prominent medical associations of this country 
as to what constitutes a regular practitioner, and as the code 
of ethics of the American Medical Association is silent on the 
subject, and as no medical body had ever given a definition of 
the phrase, 'regular physician"' ("Medical Record"), we, in 
our annual presidential address before the American Institute 
of Homeopathy, took Webster's Unabridged Dictionary as our 
guide, and defined the word "regular" in its application to 
physicians ; and the Institute thereupon accepted this definition 
of the phrase " regular physician," viz. : " A regular physician — 
a graduate of a regularly chartered medical college." 
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We will pass over the early history of medicine — which com- 
menced with Adam, who, in all probability, " when ill or hurt, 
employed such appliances to relieve himself as his instinct or 
reason suggested." We will not refer to the methods of treat- 
ment adopted by Hippocrates, Galen, Discorides, Paracelsus, or 
those of other physicians prominent in their day, but give a few 
examples of the treatment of the sick in the early part of the 
present century — about the period when Hahnemann inaugu- 
rated his innovation upon the "regular" system, which system 
with but little change continued to be the method of treatment 
advised by the authorities in " regular " medicine, and adopted 
by their followers till two or three decades since, when an entire 
revolution seems to have taken place. We will compare this 
treatment with that of the so-called "regular" school of the 
present day, and then simply ask the question : Has homeopathy 
tad anything to do with this wonderful change f 

A physician was called to a case of pneumonia or pleurisy. 
He referred to his authorities. He found the following advice 
laid down: 

" Begin with a large and free bleeding, not deterred by the obscure pulse 
sometimes found in peripneumonia, carrying this evacuation to faintness, 
repeating these bleedings as the strength of the patient will bear. The 
application of a blister to the chest. The bowels must be well evacuated, 
and subsequently be kept regular. Antimony, combined with mercury, must 
be administered to promote the discharges, especially from the skin and 
lungs ; opium to allay the cough and to procure sleep. If there is wheezing 
respiration, squills in nauseating, even emetic, doses, to relieve the patient 
from the viscid matter collected in the air-passages." 

"Carditis and Pericarditis: Free bleeding; a blister over the heart; 
purging to a greater extent than in pneumonia ; opium to procure sleep." 

" Meningitis : Begin, on the first attack of the disease, by bleeding the 
patient as largely as his strength will permit. In some instances it may be 
productive of more relief if the temporal artery or the jugular vein be 
opened. Cupping and leeches in the progress of the complaint; active 
cathartics given directly after taking blood ; calomel with jalap, antimonial, 
and mercurial preparations ; blisters to the back of the neck, behind the ears, 
and to the temples ; mustard poultice to the feet." 

" Croup : Blood from the arm or the jugular vein ; several leeches along 
the fore part of the neck; a nauseating emetic ; ipecacuanha with tartarized 
antimony, cathartics, diaphoretics, digitalis, to control the heart's action; 
large blisters near the affected part; mercury to speedy salivation; 
opium, etc." 

This was the old-school treatment till twenty-five years ago. 
And thus I could go on enumerating every inflammatory disease, 
vol. cxxxiv.— no. 307. 39 



39 
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and should find, by consulting the authorities of that date, this 
same debilitating system of torture recommended. Was this an 
improvement on the system of three hundred years ago, when 
the mind of the patient was the principal medium through 
which the physician worked his cure, sensible enough to leave 
the disease to the tender care of nature? Is it a wonder that 
Addison should have laid it down as a maxim "that when a 
nation abounds in physicians it grows thin of people"? Is it sur- 
prising that Bichat, the great French anatomist and physiologist, 
should have written, as his conclusion of the accumulated experi- 
ence of the drug treatment of disease: "An incoherent assem- 
blage of opinions that are themselves incoherent, it is perhaps of 
all physical sciences that which best illustrates the vagaries of 
the human mind. What do I say? It is not a science fit for a 
methodic mind: it is an unshapen mass of inaccurate ideas, of 
observations often puerile, of illusive methods, of formulas that 
are as grotesquely conceived as they are artificially combined. 
Medical practice is said to be contradictory. I say more: in cer- 
tain regards, when one considers the precepts of most of our 
medical books, it is not a profession to be followed by sensible 
men."* Yet this irrational method of treating disease by blood- 
letting — as universal for trifling and serious ailments as was 
the death penalty for petty and great crimes — continued and 
was in full force when Hahnemann first announced the result 
of his investigations: That to be curative a drug must be 
capable of producing in the healthy human being symptoms 
similar to those for which it was prescribed, and that to be 
curative it must be given in doses so small that the phys- 
iological effects could not be perceived. These methods were 
continued by the "regular" school till a quarter of a century 
ago. As late as 1846, in the "British and Foreign Medical 
Review," Sir John Forbes wrote: "In a large proportion 
of cases treated by allopathic physicians, the disease is cured 
by nature, and not by them. In a lesser, but not a small, 
proportion the disease is cured by nature in spite of them, in 
other words, their interference opposing instead of assisting 
the case. Consequently, in a considerable proportion of diseases, 
it would fare as well, or better, with patients in the actual condi- 
tion of the medical art, as more generally practiced, if all 
remedies, at least active remedies, especially drugs, were aban- 

*Biehat, " Anatomie Gtendrale," Tomei., p. 9. 
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doned"; and at this present time Oliver "Wendell Holmes writes: 
"If all drugs were east into the sea, it would be so much the 
better for man and so much the worse for the fish"; and Napo- 
leon I. once said to his chief physician: "Believe me, we had 
better leave off all these remedies. Life is a fortress that you and 
I know nothing about. "Why throw obstacles in the way of its 
defense? Its own means are superior to all the apparatus in 
your laboratory. Medicine is a collection of uncertain prescrip- 
tions, the results of which, taken collectively, are more fatal than 
useful to mankind." And another, but later, writer refers to 
"that rare event which occurs only to patients who can't afford 
doctoring — death from old age." The treatment of acute disease, 
which I have quoted, is from old-school authorities published 
about forty years ago. 

Even Watson, in his edition of 1858, is hardly willing to ac- 
knowledge that the treatment adopted by his predecessors was 
not the proper treatment for the flagrant forms of inflammation 
with which they were dealing, when on the basis of experience 
they put these remedies in force. Take his treatment of peri- 
tonitis. In speaking of the mode of cure in this disease, he 
says: 

"I have again to rehearse the grand remedies for inflammation: blood- 
letting, mercury. It is of the greatest importance that the blood-letting should 
be performed early. After a full bleeding from the arm, such as has pro- 
duced some sensible impression upon the circulation or brought the patient to 
the verge of syncope, the surface of the belly should be covered with leeches; 
from twenty to forty may be applied at once. And sometimes this will make 
any further loss of blood unnecessary." 

I should consider it highly probable. This was called heroic 
treatment. Referring, however, to pneumonia, he says : 

" My own experience teaches me that such flagrant and sthenic forms of 
pneumonia have become very rare among us. Years have passed by since I 
have met with any instance of that disease which has required blood-letting. 
I may say the same of inflammatory diseases in general. They have all 
become less tolerant of blood-letting since the cholera swept over us in 1832." 

"Was it the change in the character of disease, or was it an 
advance in the art of medicine ? Had they not begun to hear 
of the wonderful recoveries effected without the aid of the lancet, 
without all this torture and depletion ? 
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Niemeyer, who stood, in the year 1868, about where "Watson 
stood ten years previous, says with regard to the treatment of 
peritonitis : 

" Views have changed greatly of late. Formerly, every patient treated 
was bled a pound or two. Then the abdomen was covered with leeches, and 
one to two grains of calomel given every two hours, and at the same time a 
quantity of mercurial ointment was rubbed into the sHn of the thighs and 
abdomen. That was proper treatment ; the patient died, and no one thought 
of asking who recovered. That treatment was just as irrational as it was 
injurious. On examining the bodies of patients who died of peritonitis with 
abundant effusion, even when no blood had been taken, the tissues were 
found uncommonly bloodless. But, on examining the bodies of persons dying 
from a peritonitis treated according to the method formerly so universal, we 
find so very little blood in the heart and arteries that we are tempted to ascribe 
death to the treatment rather than to the disease." 

He also denounces the use of calomel and mercurial ointment. 
Again, in the last edition of his " Text Book of Practical Medi- 
cine," vol. ii., page 353, in speaking of the treatment of rheu- 
matism and endocarditis, he says : 

" Great, however, as is the number of remedies and modes of cure 
recommended for rheumatism, it is only equalled by their untrustworthiness. 
We are no less helpless against the Morbus Brightii, the acute exanthe- 
mata, and the other infectious maladies which give rise to endocarditis, 
or, at least, predispose toward it. With regard to the indications from the 
disease and the antiphlogistic apparatus, we have already and repeatedly 
declared that the majority of the so-called ' antiphlogistics,' and, above 
all, venesection, often as they are employed in inflammation, have no right 
to the name. But, in spite of contrary assertions on the part of French and 
English physicians, there is, perhaps, no affection in which the practice of 
bleeding without speeial occasion, as well as the employment of calomel and 
blue ointment to reduce the plasticity of the blood, is so dangerous as in 
endocarditis ; and we must agree entirely with Bamberger, when he states his 
belief that most patients who die during an attack of this malady have 
perished less from the disease than from the treatment." 

Professor Aitken, in his valuable work published in the year 
1868, says of the treatment of pneumonia: "There is no sub- 
stantial evidence on the side of treatment by tartar emetic, but 
much against it. The circulation can be more safely controlled 
by the careful administration of aconite, veratrum, digitalis, or 
colchicum, without the risk of seriously, and often irreparably, 
lowering the vital powers and disturbing the digestive functions." 
How was this information acquired? Would this wonderful 
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change, this revolution, have been effected had it not been for 
Hahnemann and his mild and efficacious treatment of the sick ? 
Niemeyer acknowledges that " we are indebted to the homeopaths 
for the evidence that croup can be cured without the aid of 
emetics — that urethritis can be cured without resorting to in- 
jections." This change has all been effected since the introduc- 
tion of homeopathy, and I will venture to say that, had our law 
of cure not been discovered, — had Hahnemann and his followers 
not been so impressed with its truthfulness, instead of the lancet 
having been almost entirely discarded by our intelligent allo- 
pathic practitioners, and instead of mercury, which was formerly 
so terribly abused, having been laid upon the shelf, instead of 
emetics and violent cathartics having been thrown to the dogs, 
the same state of affairs would have existed at the present time 
as fifty, forty, thirty years ago. 

The lancet and severe counter-irritants have now been dis- 
carded, and the few attempts within the last decade of some of the 
disciples of the now ancient system of medicine have met with 
failure in their efforts to resuscitate it from the grave in which it 
was buried but a few years ago. Cathartic measures, except to 
remove obstructions and to drain distended abdominal vessels, 
have been done away with. Emetics have found their proper 
sphere, and are used no longer but to remove offending masses 
from irritable and distended stomachs — save in the rare cases 
where, by their mechanical effect, it is hoped they will relieve 
overloaded or occluded bronchial tubes, or detach an adherent 
catarrhal or croupous exudation from the larynx or trachea. 
But is the so-called "regular" treatment of the present, aside 
from its comparative mildness, far in advance of that of the first 
half of the present century? Can it justly claim to be of a 
" scientific" nature? We will inquire of some of their prominent 
authorities. Professor H. C. Wood, M. D., in the preface to his 
" Treatise on Therapeutics, Materia Medica, and Toxicology," 



" The old and tried method in therapeutics is that of empiricism, or, if the 
term sound harshly, of clinical experience. As stated by one of its most 
ardent supporters, the best possible development of this plan of investigation 
is to be found in a close and accurate analysis of cases before and after the 
administration of a remedy, and, if the results be favorable, the continued 
use of the drug in similar eases. It is evident that this is not a new path, 
but a highway already worn with the eager but weary feet of the profes- 
sion for two thousand years. That very much has been thus accomplished it 
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were folly to deny. Leaving out of sight the growth of the last two decades, 
almost all of the current therapeutic knowledge has been gained in this way. 
"Therapeutics developed in this manner cannot, however, rest upon a 
secure foundation. What to-day is to be believed is to-morrow to be cast 
aside certainly has been the law of advancement, and seemingly must 
continue to be so. What has clinical therapeutics established permanently 
and indisputably? Scarcely anything beyond the primary facts that quinia 
will arrest an intermittent, that salts will purge, and that opium will quiet 
pain and lull to sleep. To established therapeutic facts the profession clings 
as with the heart and hand of one man — clings with a desperation and una- 
nimity whose intensity is the measure of the unsatisfied desire for something 
fixed. Yet with what a tabel of discordant voices does it celebrate its two 
thousand years of experience ! " 

He goes on to say : 

" This is so well known that it seems superfluous to cite examples of the 
therapeutic discord ; and one only shall be mentioned, namely, rheumatism. 
In this disease, bleeding, nitrate of potash, quinine, mercurials, flying 
blisters, purgation, opium, the bromides, veratria, and a host of other 
remedies, have their advocates clamorous for a hearing; and above all the 
tumult are to be heard the trumpet-tones of a Chambers: 'Wrap your 
patients in blankets, and let them alone.' 

" Experience is said to be the mother of wisdom. Verily, she has been in 
medicine rather a blind leader of the blind; and the history of medical 
progress is a history of men groping in the darkness, finding seeming germs 
of truth, one after another, only in a few minutes to cast each back to the vast 
heap of forgotten baubles that in their day had also been mistaken for 
verities. In the past, there is scarcely a conceivable absurdity that men have 
not tested by experience, and for a time found to be the thing desired ; in the 
present, homeopathy and other similar delusions are eagerly embraced and 
honestly believed in by men who rest their faith upon experience. 

"Narrowing our gaze to the regular profession, and to a few decades, 
what do we see I Experience teaching that not to bleed a man suffering 
from pneumonia is to consign him to an unopened grave, and experience 
teaching that to bleed a man suffering from pneumonia is to consign him to a 
grave never opened by nature. Looking at the revolutions and contradictions 
of the past, listening to the therapeutic babel of the present, is it a wonder 
that men should take refuge in nihilism, and, like the lotus-eaters, dream 
that all alike is folly; that rest, and quiet, and calm are the only human 
fruition t 

"Since the profession has toiled so long and found so little, if further 
progress is to be made, we must question the old methods and search out new 
ones, which haply may lead to more fruitful fields. In the ordinary affairs 
and business of life, when anything is to be accomplished, the effort always is to 
discover what is to be done, and then what are the means at command. A 
primary knowledge of the end to be accomplished and a secondary acquaint- 
ance with the instruments are a necessity for successful human effort ; and 
until the sway of this law is acknowledged by physicians, medicine can never 
rise from the position of an empirical art to the dignity of applied science." 
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All this from the pen of one of the most prominent professors 
and medical authors of the present time. Further, Doctor Stokes, 
of England, said : 

" There can fee no doubt that medicine requires to be placed on a much 
more scientific basis than it at present possesses. It is now simply empiri- 
cism, and that empiricism is only tolerable and useful because it is wielded by 
thoughtful men." 

And the " Weekly Medical Gazette " of Vienna says : 

" Building goes on briskly at the therapeutic Tower of Babel. What one 
recommends, another condemns ; what one gives in large doses, another scarce 
dares to prescribe in small doses ; and what one vaunts as a novelty, another 
thinks not worth rescuing from merited oblivion. All is confusion, contradic- 
tion, inconceivable chaos. Every country, every place, almost every doctor, has 
his own pet remedies, without which he imagines his patients cannot be 
cured ; and all this changes every year, aye, every month ! " 

And A. T. Speer, M. D., president of one of the medical socie- 
ties of Ohio, said, January 3, 1882, in a paper read before that 
society : " To-day we are almost as ignorant of the action of medi- 
cine upon disease as we were one hundred years ago." 

Enough has been culled from the authorities of the old school 
to satisfy the readers of the Review that the term " scientific 
methods " will not apply to the methods resorted to in the past or 
to the applied knowledge of the present, so far as the so-called 
"regular" system of medicine is concerned. Indeed, it would 
seem to have been reserved to Professor Palmer alone to dis- 
cover "scientific methods" where his brethren find only 
"inconceivable chaos." Viewing that "chaos," we are not 
surprised that the New York State Medical Society struck out of 
their code the clause prohibiting recognition of homeopathic 
practitioners. Yet, while we are pleased with this evidence of a 
desire on the part of the old school to investigate the truths of 
homeopathy, we are unable to see how we are to be benefited by 
admission to that fortress against disease which is described to 
us by the most recent old-school authorities as a " therapeutic 
Tower of Babel." 

It is contended, and with perfect truth, that in many instances 
the treatment adopted by our old-school brethren is beneficial — 
that, in many instances, it is certainly curative ; but we do most 
positively assert that, carried to the extreme to which it is, the pal- 
liative treatment of to-day, although it may relieve pain, suppress 
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paroxysms in those diseases so characterized, and give temporary- 
comfort to the patient, is not curative treatment; and that in 
many instances the physiological developments of the drugs 
resorted to are more alarming, more to be dreaded, than the 
diseased conditions they, by their palliative action, obscure. I have 
particular reference to the enormous doses and long-continued 
use of quinine in malarial cachexia, — malarial illness, — whether 
characterized or not by distinct paroxysms ; to bromide of potash 
in the enormous quantities in which it is administered for epilepsy 
and other purely nervous diseases ; to the different preparations 
of iron in the treatment of chlorosis and other forms of anaemia — 
" which," Trousseau (see " Treatise on Therapeutics," pages 6 
and 7, vol. i.) says, "is frequently the cause of phthisis in 
chlorotic patients, who would perhaps have never developed it 
had it not been for the unwise administration of this drug"; and 
particularly to the careless, the reckless, use of morphia, adminis- 
tered both by the mouth and by the aid of the hypodermic syringe. 
I specify these drugs because the quantities administered are 
enormous, and without any show of reason. The medicines are 
first administered by the doctors, and finally resorted to by 
patients themselves, in many instances to their permanent, even 
fatal, injury. That this is so is declared by their own old-school 
authorities. Space does not permit quotation, but, for those who 
may like to consult these authorities, reference is made to " Wood's 
Therapeutics," article Quinine ; to a statement of Professor E. H. 
Clarke {ibid., page 282) regarding bromide of potash ; to Professor 
Brown-Sequard's articles on the use of this drug in epilepsy, 
and to an article on the same drug by Doctor McGregor, in the 
Edinburgh "Medical Review," October, 1869; to Trousseau, 
"Treatise on Therapeutics," vol. i., page 7, article Iron; to the 
same authority, vol. ii., article Opium ; and to Grscheidlen, referred 
to in " "Wood's Therapeutics," page 188, upon the action of mor- 
phia. These authorities of the old school in these articles demon- 
strate the danger attending the continued use of quinine, bromide 
of potash, iron, opium — four of their most popular remedies. 
In the light of these facts I ask, Is this a " scientific method " of 
treating disease? Have the great results claimed by the author 
of the article in the March number of the Review been accom- 
plished f Would it not even be wise for these men, having ex- 
hausted " Eclecticism," " Thompsonianism " and " dentistry," and 
their own "scientific methods," to turn their attention to homeop- 
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athy, and see if, within the pages of its literature, some remedies 
might not be found which could he substituted for these drugs, 
so poisonous in the quantities administered? Aye, would it not 
be well to return to the barbarous treatment of the past, for 
certainly a speedy death is to be preferred to life embittered by 
the conditions above enumerated by the most prominent mem- 
bers of the so-called "regular " school of medicine. 

But we do not, as does Doctor Palmer of homeopathy, denounce 
and ridicule everything pertaining to the treatment of disease 
by the old-school methods — if methods they may be called. We 
agree that, for the mechanical effects of certain incurable dis- 
eases, and also for certain that are finally curable, the proper use 
of palliatives is sometimes desirable. We allow that the reme- 
dies used by old-school physicians are frequently positively 
curative ; but can they — or, if they can, will they — honestly 
acknowledge how this curative effect is brought about — by what 
law ? Will they say, with the honest president of the old-school 
medical society before referred to : " Have we an author who 
will point it out to us 1 If we have, I have failed to find him. 
On the contrary, the more I studied the matter the greater was 
my confusion, until I sought in homeopathic works for a solu- 
tion, and there I found it clear and simple." Yes, there they 
will find it clear and simple. The remedies that in their 
hands have proved positively curative in diseases not arising 
from chemical or mechanical causes, have proved curative just 
because they were capable of producing in healthy individuals 
conditions similar to those for which they were prescribed, or 
symptoms similar to those they would produce in the healthy 
individual; for similar conditions produce similar symptoms — 
similar symptoms arise from similar conditions. By the selec- 
tion of a few examples, quoted from established old-school 
authorities, we will prove this. 

Ringer, in his " Therapeutics," says : 

"The power of aconite to control inflammation and subdue the accom- 
panying fever is remarkable. It will sometimes cut short an inflammation. 
... In these comparatively mild diseases, especially if the aconite is given 
at the earliest stage, when the chill is still on the patient, the dry, hot, and 
burning skin becomes in a few hours comfortably moist, and then in a little 
while is bathed in profuse perspiration. With the sweating comes speedy 
relief from many of the distressing sensations, and in a period varying from 
twenty-four to forty-eight hours both pulse and temperature reach their 
natural state." 
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Aconite was first proved by Hahnemann, and by him the 
proving was verified, for it cured these very conditions, which it 
was found to produce. Ringer advises it in half -drop doses — 
small for a " regular." Many homeopaths use doses of this size, 
but a much smaller quantity will accomplish the desired result. 
Professor Bartholow also uses aconite for the same conditions, 
and in equally small doses. 

Belladonna A. T. Speer, M. D., president of one of the Ohio 

medical societies, advises belladonna for sore throat when the 
throat is much swollen, of a very dusky red color, and the pulse is 
very frequent and very weak. (Vide "Medical Record," Febru- 
ary 25, 1882.) Professor Piffard says of belladonna (page 32, 
"Materia Medica and Therapeutics of the Skin") : ""We feel bound 
to confess the conviction that the virtues of belladonna as pro- 
tection against scarlatina are so far proven that it becomes the 
duty of practitioners to invoke their aid whenever the disease 
breaks out in a locality where there are persons liable to the 
contagion." Belladonna was first proved by Hahnemann, and 
found to produce just this throat condition, and has been in con- 
stant, never-varying, use by his followers to the present time for 
this very condition, with astonishingly satisfactory results, and 
as a prophylactic against scarlet fever. 

Arsenic. — Arsenic, according to Wood, Ringer, and others, is 
curative in malignant sore mouth and throat, with ulceration ; 
in vomiting, in dyspepsia, diarrhea, dysentery, eczema, conjunc- 
tivitis, chorea, albuminurea, and fevers characterized by parox- 
ysms recurring at regular intervals. Professor Fordyce Barker, 
M. D., LL. D., at a recent meeting of the New York Academy 
of Medicine (see "Medical Record," March 11th), said: ""With 
reference to arsenic, there is no remedy more efficient in cases in 
which a nerve tonic is needed, and in which the sense of depres- 
sion and exhaustion are prominent symptoms." 

Hahnemann first proved arsenic on himself and many of hi3 
friends, and found it producing these very conditions. From the 
date of that proving to the present time, it has been in constant 
use by homeopaths for similar states of the system. 

Mercury. — Professor Bartholow says: "The acute glandular 
affections of the throat and neck — tonsillitis, parotitis, inflamma- 
tion of the submaxillary and sublingual glands — are often speed- 
ily removed by mercurial preparations." Ringer says : " Small 
doses of mercury yield excellent results in a form of diarrhea. 
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common in children"; a single grain of bichloride of mercury 
dissolved in half a pint of water, and a teaspoonf ul of this solu- 
tion given each hour, will, he says, in a day or two restore the 
patient to health. Mark the dose — 1-64 of a grain — homeo- 
pathic both as regards dose and application. Ringer also advises 
mercury in small doses in dysentery of children and adults, in 
derangements of the stomach, accompanied by vomiting. Prof. 
H. G. Piffard advises mercury in the homeopathic preparations for 
certain conditions of the skin known to be produced by mercury. 
This drug was first proved by Hahnemann and found to pro- 
duce the above-named conditions, and has been since constantly 
successfully used by homeopaths for these very difficulties. Profes- 
sor Piffard, in his "Materia Medica and Therapeutics of the Skin," 
says on page 4 : " We know, for instance, that arsenic, which, during 
the past fifty years, has been more extensively used in the treatment 
of skin diseases than almost any other drug, is credited by many 
competent observers with the power of also causing cutaneous 
eruptions " ; and, page 27 : " Finally it may be asked, can we really 
cure chronic disease with arsenic? and the answer must be in the 
affirmative"; and he adds: "My own experience harmonizes with 
that of Dr. Barstow. I usually employ the arsenious acid in 
trituration, either second or third decimal trituration of the ho- 
meopathic pharmacopoeia." On page 28 he alludes to a case where 
he prescribed one grain to the ounce, directing two drops to be 
taken each night and morning, the medicine in a few weeks accom- 
plishing all that could be desired. Is this homeopathy — 1-240 of a 
grain each night and morning curing a condition known to be 
produced by arsenic 1 On page 30 he advises 1-65 of a grain of 
muriate of gold, for conditions for which it was first introduced 
and has been used by homeopaths for three-quarters of a century. 
On page 35 he advises hepar sulphur as a remedy for furuncles, 
abscesses, and excessive suppuration, and remarks: "These appli- 
cations of the drug were confined, I believe, almost exclusively 
to homeopaths until a few years ago, when Ringer brought it 
forward as a remedy for the same condition ; since then, pills of 
calcium sulphide can be found in every pharmacy." On page 99 
he relates a case of cure by Rhus toxicodendron of a chronic eczema 
of six years' standing. This and all the remedies named were 
first proved by Hahnemann and found to produce these very con- 
ditions for which, according to this great old-school authority on 
skin diseases, they are known to be curative. 
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Professor Palmer, after giving his version of the life of Hahne- 
mann, and emphasizing the fact that he was assistant teacher in 
a grammar school, speaks of him as restless, ambitious, vain, 
perambulating, visionary, embittered by his want of success, who 
gave vent to his bitterness against a profession in which he had 
failed to obtain distinction or a competency, and says this brief 
sketch of the founder of homeopathy will tend to explain the 
possibility of the existence of a system so marvelous as we shall 
find it. 

The doctor's article contains misstatements tending to 
detract from the merit of and to reflect discredit upon this 
great man. 

We shall simply, in refutation, refer to " Appletons' Encyclo- 
pedia," article " Hahnemann," and to " Chambers' Encyclopedia," 
under the same heading. The latter, in closing, says : 

"Hahnemann is acknowledged to have displayed great genius, industry, 
and erudition. Jean Paul Biehter calls him 'a prodigy of philosophy and 
learning.' " 

The late Professor Carroll Dunham, in speaking of Hahne- 
mann's persecutions, says: 

"All his sufferings might have been avoided; he might have lived in 
peace and affluence, enjoying consideration among his colleagues and making 
plenty of money, had he been willing to 'yield a little ' — to waive the right of 
dispensing his own medicines, to accommodate his system in various points 
to suit the notions of his time. The temptation to do this might by some be 
supposed to have been great, for Hahnemann's family was large, he suffered 
during his wanderings from the pinchings of cruel poverty, and this took from 
him the leisure so necessary for his studies. But Hahnemann was not made 
of the stuff that could compromise, for personal ease and prosperity, the 
charter that God had given him for the benefit of the race. He refused to 
give up one particle of anything which he deemed essential to the purity and 
perfections of his system, and so he has left it to us pure and perfect." 

We quote the following from the pen of P. Compton Bur- 
nett, M. D., of London, England : 

"When I go over his wondrous life, I am profoundly impressed with his 
greatness as a mere man: he taught Hebrew at the age of thirteen; he knew 
eight languages when he went to the university at twenty; he became a doctor 
of medicine at twenty-four ; he lived to be nearly ninety, and labored all the 
time — certainly he was a hard worker for eighty years ; throughout the course 
of this long life I do not find one single shameful act recorded against him by 
real history. He was indeed a great and almost a perfect man." 
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Hahnemann believed, his followers believe, that the Almighty 
having given us medicinal substances which, when taken into 
the system, produce in every instance each a distinct and 
separate action, He at the same time gave us a law for the 
application of these substances in the cure of disease. From 
first ascertaining the action of these so-called drugs on 
healthy human beings, and then using them in the treatment 
of disease, the evidence became conclusive to the mind of 
Hahnemann that that law was the one quoted. He does not 
claim that he was the first to treat any disease in accord- 
ance with the theory of similars. For he was familiar with 
the writings of Hippocrates and of every medical theorist 
of his own time, and cures had frequently been recorded made 
with remedies given for conditions similar to those which they 
were known to produce. 

Eighty years have passed since this law was first promul- 
gated by Hahnemann. Now thousands of educated, thinking, 
and conscientious physicians in all parts of the world success- 
fully practice in accordance with that law, believing firmly that, 
for conditions and symptoms not arising from mechanical, trau- 
matic, or chemical causes, the law is universal. The physician's 
object is to cure the* sick, to relieve suffering, and to accomplish 
this in the simplest, most speedy, and effectual manner. All of 
the arguments intending to prove that our remedies cannot cure 
go for naught in view of the fact, as proved by quotations from 
old-school authorities, that they do. 

What is meant by the " proving " of drugs ? Simply the test- 
ing of drugs on the human body, their action being recorded 
and compared with that obtained from a number of provings. 
Does this positive method, whatever may be the law of cure, seem 
irrational, visionary, to the average mind? Is it not the only 
method of acquiring a knowledge of the medicinal action of 
drugs? 

If it is objected to because it is the course adopted by home- 
opathists, I will quote from an old-school authority, Sir Thomas 
Watson, who says, in the " British Medical Journal," January, 1868 : 
" Authentic reports of trials with medicinal substances upon the 
healthy human body must lead at length, tardily perhaps, but 
surely, to a better ascertainment of the rules, peradventure to 
the discovery even of the laws, by which our practice should be 
guided." 
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Again, Doctor King Chambers says : " And as to the uses of 
medicines, with which it is a student's duty to be acquainted, do 
you not see that the safest guide to a knowledge of their effects 
upon a disordered body is the knowledge of their effects upon a 
healthy body?" 

A large portion of the doctor's article is made up of ridicule 
of homeopathy, because of the infinitesimal quantity of medicine 
which he leads one to infer is the dose from which all the wonder- 
ful cures recorded by homeopathic writers have resulted. As a 
matter of fact, it happens that, prescribed because of their 
homeopathicity, drugs varying from crude tinctures to very high 
dilutions are used by homeopaths, and effect cures. But even 
were it a fact that only dilutions were used, this would not reflect 
one particle of discredit upon Hahnemann or his followers. The 
rule with all homeopaths — the invariable rule — is : the smallest 
possible quantity of medicine to accomplish the desired result. 
If an established cure result from the prescribed agent, no mat- 
ter how small the dose, or how difficult for us to account for its 
action, that agent deserves and should receive credit for the result; 
and cures — authentic cures — without number have been made 
with these small doses. 

In the preparation for the Review of the fraction with the 
alarming denominator, the doctor has shown great aptness in 
mathematics, and should that chair in the university honored 
by his teachings become vacant, we would recommend him for 
the position — for, so far as multiplication and fractions are 
concerned, he is ably qualified. But the size of the dose, 
whether it be tincture or the doctor's fractional preparation, so 
long as it is sufficiently small not to produce the physiological 
effect of the drug, has nothing whatever to do with its homeo- 
pathicity. So it be administered because it produces in the 
healthy similar symptoms to those evidenced in the patient, it 
matters not whether it be tincture or high dilution, it is homeop- 
athy. Its size will depend on individual experience and pref- 
erence. 

Rational aids to therapeutic measures are not discarded 
by the homeopath. He does, indeed, exclusively follow the 
homeopathic law within the field to which it is applicable, 
but mechanical and chemical conditions arise requiring 
mechanical and chemical remedies as well as palliatives. For, 



OLD-SCHOOL MEDICINE AND HOMEOPATHY. 597 

as the late Professor Carroll Dunham, one of the best "beloved, 
most conscientious, and scientific of Hahnemann'^ followers, 
has said truthfully : " Very many cases of severe suffering, and 
even of what threatens to become fatal disease, occur in general 
practice which call for and are successfully met by the applica- 
tion of scientific knowledge apart from therapeutics." Again he 
says : " Many serious cases may be successfully treated without 
recourse to medicine, without the aid of therapeutics — rectified, 
perhaps, by the application of a knowledge of physiology, 
pathology, and hygiene." 

The doctor says : " The system has urged its claims for the 
past eighty years. Not one educated physician out of a hundred 
the world over has expressed views favorable to homeopathy." 
Again : " Homeopathy has no position in the world of science." 
These assertions have been pretty thoroughly answered by 
quotations from the leading authorities of the old school; but 
we will ask the question, and in a few words attempt to 
answer it. 

"What is the standing of homeopathy to-day? Doctor Speer, 
president of the medical society ("regular") before referred to, 
says (" Medical Record," he. cit.J : " Although it has been re- 
ceived with derision by a vast majority of the medical world, 
it has steadily progressed in favor, overcoming obstacle after 
obstacle, until to-day the system of medicine founded upon it 
numbers among its patrons and steadfast friends a large 
proportion of the more intelligent and cultured people of 
each community." This statement, coming from old-school 
authority and appearing in the most prominent of the old- 
school journals, is true. Scarcely a town of any size in the 
civilized world but has its fair proportion of homeopathic 
physicians and patrons. And at home here, in the United 
States, — although it is but sixty years since Doctor Gram, the 
first American homeopathic physician, first settled in New 
York, — we have our National Medical Association, the annual 
meetings of which are as largely attended as are those of the 
national old-school society. This society, the American Insti- 
tute of Homeopathy, was organized nearly forty years ago, and 
has been actively at work ever since. In addition to this, we 
have the "Western Academy of Medicine, the American Oph- 
thalmological and Otological Society, and the American Paedo- 
logical Society; 26 State medical societies; 99 county medical 
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societies; 42 homeopathic hospitals; 34 free dispensaries; 17 
homeopathic medical journals; 11 homeopathic medical col- 
leges, one ophthalmic and otological college, and over 6,000 
homeopathic physicians in the United States alone, and the 
printed literature of our school can be numbered by the hundred 
thousand pages. In our colleges every branch of medical science 
is thoroughly taught — the clinical instruction is fully equal to 
that of the old-school colleges. And to prove that homeopathy 
is advancing, I will state that, during the college session of 
1880 and '81, twelve hundred and fifty medical students were 
in attendance in the various colleges, and the combined 
graduating classes of the spring of 1881 numbered four hundred 
and thirty-eight. 

With Professor Palmer we agree that it will not be possible 
within the limits of a magazine article to give a full view of 
homeopathy in contrast with "regular" medicine. Our literature 
covers thousands of pages, and the half has not been told. The 
contrast between the systems of the two schools is indeed 
striking, but in view of the object of the physician's calling — the 
relief of suffering, the prolongation and the saving of life — it is 
undoubtedly favorable to homeopathy. The doctor complains 
bitterly — we think unjustly, considering the character of his 
article — of the criticisms by Hahnemann and his followers of 
the "regular" system of medicine. We have, therefore, pur- 
posely avoided unkind criticism, and have been at considerable 
pains to confine ourselves to the authorities of the old school 
to prove the points stated. We believe enough has been quoted 
from these authorities to satisfy the intelligent reader that 
Professor Palmer is either dishonest or totally ignorant of the 
literature of his own school in its relation to therapeutics, and 
that he, above all others claiming prominence in the profes- 
sion, should have refrained from writing upon the subject of 
homeopathy till he had at least informed himself sufficiently to 
give a decently fair statement of the subject. While writing 
this article, I have received a letter from a prominent physician 
of the West, which reads in part as follows: "I was a student 
in the Michigan University twenty-seven years ago, and heard 
Professor Palmer's version of homeopathy, which he has given 
to every medical class till four years ago, when the regents 
requested him to discontinue the subject before the class. Then 
he issued a pamphlet containing the same statements and argu- 
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ments, and now again he gives the very same in The North 
American Review." Twenty-seven years ago! and even then a 
professor. If it were not for this evidence, which is positive, 
that he is a man of ripe years, I should, upon reading his article, 
think him so young, so inexperienced, that it would be well 
for him, before writing upon medical therapeutics, and studying 
in the meantime, " to tarry at Jericho till his beard grew." 

J. "W. Dowltng. 
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